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messages defendant sent to witness; whether trial court properly determined that
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accessory use issue; whether trial court properly determined that defendant failed
to exhaust administrative remedies as to special defense that zoning enforcement
officer exceeded authority in issuing cease and desist order to defendant; claim
that zoning regulations vested exclusive authority in town Planning and Zoning
Commission to interpret words in zoning regulations that were undefined; claim
that appeal to Zoning Board of Appeals would have been futile; claim that zoning

(continued on next page)

CONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL
(ISSN 87500973)

Published by the State of Connecticut in accordance with the provisions of General Statutes § 51-216a.

Commission on Official Legal Publications
Office of Production and Distribution

111 Phoenix Avenue, Enfield, Connecticut 06082-4453
Tel. (860) 741-3027, FAX (860) 745-2178

www. jud.ct.gov

RICHARD J. HEMENWAY, Publications Director

Published Weekly – Available at https://www.jud.ct.gov/lawjournal

Syllabuses and Indices of court opinions by
ERIC M. LEVINE, Reporter of Judicial Decisions

Tel. (860) 757-2250

The deadline for material to be published in the Connecticut Law Journal is Wednesday at noon for
publication on the Tuesday six days later. When a holiday falls within the six day period, the deadline
will be noon on Tuesday.



February 5, 2019 Page iiiCONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL

regulation (§ 5.2.H.5) was impermissibly vague; whether § 5.2.H.5 provided ade-
quate notice to defendant of standards utilized to evaluate special permit request
for parking and storage of commercial vehicles; claim that trial court improperly
interpreted term trucking operations in zoning regulations; claim that trial court
substituted its interpretation of term trucking operations in zoning regulations
for that of commission; whether trial court improperly exercised discretion in
fashioning permanent injunctive relief in favor of plaintiffs; claim that trial
court’s injunction lacked sufficient clarity and definiteness; claim that trial court
abused its discretion by imposing daily fine against defendant pursuant to statute
(§ 8-12); claim that plaintiffs failed to prove that storage of commercial vehicles
on defendant’s property was public nuisance; claim that trial court abused its
discretion in awarding costs and attorney’s fees to plaintiffs pursuant to § 8-12;
claim that trial court lacked subject matter jurisdiction over plaintiffs’ postjudg-
ment motion for contempt; claim that postjudgment motion for contempt was filed
prematurely; claim that trial court improperly granted postjudgment motion for
contempt; whether defendant waived objection to allegedly improper service of
process of contempt motion by submitting to jurisdiction of court; whether defen-
dant’s noncompliance with trial court’s order was wilful.
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